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300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: Mountain View Corridor (formerly Western Transportation Corridor), Salt Lake and
Utah counties, Project No. STP-0067(1)OE.. Determinations of Eligibility and Finding
of Effect.

Dear Dr. Sedden and Mr. Jensen:

In cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the FFederal Transit
Administration, and the Utah Transit Authority, the Utah Department of Transportation
(UDOT) proposes to construct a new north/south major roadway extending between 1-80
in Salt Lake County to one, or both, of two existing interchanges on 115 in Utah
County: 1200 North or Pleasant Grove. The proposed roadway is known as the
“Mountain View Corridor (MVC)” and will have a total length of 41 miles. In addition to
the proposed new roadway, the MVC project will include a high-capacity north/south
transit alignment on 5600 West extending from the Salt Lake International Airportto a
southern terminus in Herriman near 12600 South.

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1566, as
amended, 16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq., and Utah Code Annotated (U.C.A.) § 9-8-404, the
FHWA, in partnership with the UDOT, has taken into account the effects of this
undertaking on historic properties, and has afforded the USHPO an opportunity to
comment on the undertaking. Please review this letter and, providing you agree with the
finding contained herein, sign and date the signature line at the end of this letter.

Description of Alternatives for Proposed Roadway and Transit Corridor
Tn Salt Lake County, UDOT is considering the following two roadway alternatives:

1. 5800 West Freeway Alternative. This roadway includes a freeway from I-80 to a
point near the Salt Lake/Utah County line in Bluffdale at 5800 West. The cross-
section generally includes three lanes in each direction between 1-80 and SR-201
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and again between 13400 South to 16000 South in Bluffdale, and four lanes in
each direction between SR-201 and 13400 South (see Figure 1).

7200 West Freeway Alternative. This roadway includes a freeway from [-80 to a
point near the Salt Lake/Utah County line in Bluffdale at 7200 West. The cross-
sections are the same as those proposed in the 5800 West Freeway Alternative.
Both freeway alternatives converge at approximately 5400 South. Between 5400
South and approximately 16000 South in Bluffdale the two alternatives merge and
follow the same alignment. (see Figure 1)

UDOT is proposing two alternatives for a 24-mile transit alignment in Salt Lake County.
Both alternatives would be located on 5600 West. The two transit alignment alternatives
are as follows:

1.

Dedicated Right-of-Way Transit Alternative (Center-Running). This transit
alternative is separated from roadway traffic by a curb that separates the vehicular
traffic from transit technology. UDOT has not determined the type of transit
technology that would be used, but it would consist of either light rail or bus rapid
transit. The Dedicated Right-of-Way Alternative would use the center median
along 5600 West. (see Figure 1)

Mixed-Traffic Transit Alternative (Right Lane Running). The Mixed-Traffic
Transit Alternative would operate within the right vehicle travel lane along 5600
West in both directions. More station locations would be required and the transit
service is mixed with traffic. UDOT has not established the transit technology as
of this writing. (see Figure 1)

In Utah County, UDOT is considering the following three alternatives:

1.

Southern Freeway Alternative. This alternative consists of a six-lane north/south
freeway from Salt Lake County that transitions to an east/west freeway north of
Utah Lake, and connects to I-15 immediately south of the existing Pleasant Grove
interchange. (see Figure 2)
2100 North Freeway Alternative. This alternative consists of a six-lane
north/south freeway from Salt Lake County on the north and then diverging and
connecting at two different locations in Utah County. One part of the freeway
section continues to the south and terminates at SR-73 in Saratoga Springs. The
other freeway alignment extends eastward at 2100 North in Lehi and connects
with I-15 at the existing 1200 West. (see Figure 3)
Arterials Alternative. This alternative consists of a six-lane north/south freeway
from Salt Lake County on the north that terminates at SR-73 in Saratoga Springs.
In order to move traffic east and connect it with I-15, three seven-lane arterials are
proposed:

a. The 1900 South Arterial would connect Redwood Road on the west with

the Pleasant Grove interchange on I-15 on the east.



b. The 2100 North Arterial would extend between the proposed MVC
freeway alignment in Saratoga Springs and the 1200 West interchange on
1-15 on the east.

c. The Porter-Rockwell Arterial would connect the proposed MVC freeway
alignment at about 16000 South and the 14600 South interchange on 1-13
on the east. (see Figure 4)

In general, the cross-section for freeway alternatives is 300 feet. The arterial cross-
section is generally 131 feet. These widths can vary depending upon topography,
interchanges and intersections, and proximity to sensitive resources.

Please note that the basis for selecting a Salt Lake Transit alternative is independent of
the roadway alternatives. Also, any Salt Lake County roadway alternative can be
selected in conjunction with any of the Utah County roadway alternatives . The UDOT
anticipates that the MVC Record of Decision will include a roadway alternative in both
Salt Lake and Utah County, and a transit alternative in Salt Lake County.

As described in the alternatives above, the MVC Project consists of multiple linear
corridors passing through the western portion of the Salt Lake Valley and the northern
portion of Utah County. The general location of the project alternatives in Salt Lake
County is between an area just north of Interstate 80 and the Salt Lake-Utah County hine
west of 5600 West and along Camp Williams Road (Redwood Road). In Utah County,
the alternatives are located between the Salt Lake-Utah County and the northern margin
of Utah Lake and between Interstate 15 and the foothills of the Traverse and Lake
Mountains. Table 1 provides the legal location of the various survey corridors.

Table 1. Legal description of the Mountain View Corridor Project area

7.5 Minute Quadrangle Section(s) Township Range
Salt Lake City North, UT 31,32 1 North 1 West
{1998}

& 1 South 1 West
Bailey’s Lake, UT (1997) 31,33,34,35,36 1 North 2 West
1,2,3,4,5,9,10, 11, 12 1 South 2 West
Magna, UT (1999) 9,10, 11, 12,13, 14, 15,16,21,22,23,24,25, |1 South 2 West
26,27, 28,33,34, 35,36
1,2,3,10, 11,12, 13, 14, 15,22, 23,24 2 South 2 West
Cepperion, UT (1999) 30, 31 2 South 1 West
258, 26,27,35,36 2 South 2 West
1,2, 11,12, 13, 14,23, 25,36 3 South 2 West
30, 31 3 South i West
6 4 South 1 West
Tickville Spring (1997) 5.7 4 South 1 West
Jordan Narrows (1999) 7.8, 13, 14,15, 16,17,22,23,27, 34 4 South 1 West
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1,2,10,13, 14, 15,24, 31 5 South i West
6,19 5 South 1 East
Lehi (1998) 5,6,19,20,21,22 5 South 1 East
Saratoga Springs (1997) 22,23,24,25,26 5 South 1 West
19 5 South 1 East
Pelican Point (1999) 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 35, 36 5 South 1 East
29,30, 31, 32 5 South 2 East

The APE for the Mountain View Corridor (MVC) project consists of the proposed
footprint for each alternative, including all direct disturbances that could result from
construction of the roadway and interchanges, relocation of utilities, and placement of
right-of-way fences or sound walls, and the area immediately adjacent to this footprint
that could be affected by such things as vibration or changes to the historical setting and
feeling of a cultural resource.

For the purpose of the archaeological survey, the APE for each alternative was defined as
being slightly larger than the actual area in which impacts would likely occur from
construction. The majority of the linear survey corridors did not exceed 152 meters (m)
(500 feet (ft)) in width, 76 m (250 ft) either side of centerline, along each proposed
transportation alternative; however, specific areas, such as proposed interchange
locations, required wider survey coverage. The APE for the primary roadway alternatives
(e.g., 5600 West, 5800 West, 7200 West, and the main north-south corridors in southern
Salt Lake County and northern Utah County) consisted of 152-m (500-ft) wide corridors.
The APE for all east-west corridors, including side street upgrades and arterial roads
consisted of 60-m (200-ft) wide corridors centered on existing roadway centerlines where
applicable. The APE for the cross-country segment of the proposed mass transit
alternative consisted of a 30-m (100-ft) wide corridor. The total area encompassed by the
APE as described is approximately 1,950 hectares (4,875 acres). Please refer to Figures
5.8 for a depiction of those areas surveyed for the MVC project.

As the project location included both historic and prehistoric archacology as well as a
number of historical structures, the archaeological inventory and the selective
reconnaissance level survey were conducted separately; both reports are enclosed. The
archaeological inventory, determination of eligibility and finding of effects will be
addressed first, followed by the architectural component.

Archeological Resources

Mr. Chuck Easton, a consultant with SWCA Environmental Consultants, and other staff
archaeologists, conducted a reconnaissance level survey in 2004 for the archaeological
inventory of the MVC Project alternatives. This approached was suggested due to the
large size of the project area, the presence of large disturbed or developed urban areas
within the alternative corridors, and the nature of the MVC Project EIS primarily as a
planning document. In consultation with the SHPO, as well as UDOT Regions 2 and 3
and the FHW A, it was determined that a reconnaissance level survey covering no less




than 30-percent of the area encompassed by each alternative would be sufficient for
providing the data necessary to compare the potential impacts of each proposed
alternative on cultural resources. The aforementioned agencies have agreed that a
Programmatic Agreement or similar agreement would be necessary in order to ensure that
more extensive cultural resource assessments are conducted prior to the construction of
any build alternative selected in the Record of Decision for the EIS.

As a result of the field survey, 29 previously documented archaeological sites were
revisited and had their sites forms updated, and 12 newly located ditches were
documented. Eleven isolated occurrences and 113 secondary and tertiary irrigation
ditches were also documented. A list of the 41 documented/updated sites follows.

Table 2. Archaeological Sites documented/updated.

Site Number

Site Name (if applicable)}

Site Type

National Register Eligibility

4251156 The Bingham Creek Site Prehistoric camp and historic debris Eligible under Criterion D
scatter
4251196 “Historic building foundation Not Eligible

4281.214

Historic canal

Eligible under Criteria A and

4251274

Riter Canal

also

Western Railroad-—mainline

Historic canal Eligible under Criterion A
428L.286 (see | Utah Lake Distributing Canal Eligible under Criterion A
aiso Canal
420T946)
4281287 (see | Provo Reservoir Canal Fligible under Criterion A
also Canal/Murdock Ditch
42071547)
4281.290 East Jordan Canal Historic canal Fligible under Criterion A
4281.291 South Jordan Canal Historic canai Eligible under Criterion A
4281293 (see | Denver & Rio Grande Historic railroad Eligible under Criterion A

420T1125)
4281295 Utah and Salt Lake Canal Historic canal Eligible under Criterion A
4281300 Union Pacific Historic railroad Eligible under Criteria A and
B
4281304 West Branch Brighton Canal | Historic canal Eligible under Criterion A
Extension
42581305 Ridgeland Canal Historic canal Eligible under Criterion A

(¥,




4281306 Salt Lake Gartield and Historic railroad Eligible under Criterion A
Western Railroad
4281333 Denver & Rio Grande Historic railroad Eligible under Criterion A

Western Railroad—Garficld

Branch

s Spur

¥,

4251335

Denver & Rio Grande

Historic railroad FEligible under Criterion A
Western Railroad—Bingham
Branch
4281337 Western Pacific Historic ratlroad Eligible under Criterton A
4281356 Draper Irrigation Canal Historic canal Eligible under Criterion A
4281384 Bingham and Garfield Historic railroad Eligible under Criteria A and
Railway B
428E510 Salt Lake and Utah Railroad | Historic railroad Eligible under Criteria A and

42010944

Gardner Canal

42007945 Saratoga Canal Canal Eligible under Criterion A
42057946 Utah Lake Distributing Canal Eligible under Criterion A
(see also Canal
4231.286)
42071947 Provo Reservoir Canal Eligible under Criterion A
(see¢ also Canal/Murdock Ditch
4281287)
421UT948 Salt Lake and Western Historic railroad Eligible under Criterion A
Railway (also known as Salt
Lake Western Railroad)
420711125 Denver & Rio Grande Historic railread Eligible under Criterion A
(see also Western Railroad—mainline
4281.293)

‘| Historic debris scatter

[Sostgnie_

"} Prehistoric lithic scatter -

| Not Eligible -




Ut | NA T [eoesmenie | Notblgble

Native American Consultation

Native American consultation was initiated by sending letters requesting information on
any historic properties of traditional religious and/or cultural importance and notification
of interest in being a consulting party on the project. The following six Native American
tribes with patrimonial claims over the general project area were consulted:
Confederated Tribes of Goshute Reservation

Northwestern Band of Shoshone Nation

Paiute Tribe of Utah

Shoshone-Bannock Tribes

Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians

Uintah and Ouray Ute Indian Tribe

Consultation with the tribes focused on soliciting information about the known or
potential presence of archaeological resources in the areas that could be directly and
indirectly affected by the proposed alternatives. None of the tribes identified any specific
cultural resources of concern in the impact analysis area. Several of the tribes requested
copies of the technical reports produced for this EIS and have asked to remain informed
of the project’s progress and any discoveries of prehistoric resources or human remains.

«a & » & & »

Table 3. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties Associated with the 5600 West
Transit Dedicated Right-of-Way and Mixed-Traffic Alternatives.

NRHP
Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
4281274, Riter Canal No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to Segment 2 of the canal that would likely Criterion A
require extension of the existing culvert; no historic features would be impacted.
4281295, Utah & Salt Lake No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to Segment 2 that would likely require Criterion A
Canal extension of the existing culvert; no historic features would be impacted.
42381300, Union Pacific No Adverse Effect. Minor impact {o Segment 2 of the railroad as part of Criteria A and
Railroad constructing either an at-grade or grade-separated crossing of the railroad; no C
historic features would be impacted.
4281.304, West Branch No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to Segment 1 that would likely require the Criterion A

Brighton Canal Extension extension of the existing culvert; no historic features would be impacted, and the
canal has been realigned along the entire impacted section.

4281306, Salt Lake & Garfield | No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to the rail line that may result in a realignment | Criterion A
RR or modification of the berm; no historic features would be impacted, and this
section of the railroad has been previously realigned.

4281333, D&RGW-—Garfield | No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to Segment 2 that would likely require the Criterion A
Branch construction of a new and possibly slightly wider grade-separated crossing of the

railroad; no historic features would be impacted.
42S1335; D&RGW—Bingham | No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to the rail line for an at-grade or grade- Criterion A
Canyon Branch separated crossing; no historic features would be impacted.




NRHP

Railroad

separated crossing; no historic features would be impacted.

Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
42S8L.337; Western Pacific No Adverse Effect. Minor impact to the rail line for an at-grade or grade- Criterion A

Table 4. Finding of Effect on Sites Associated with 5800 West Freeway Alternative.

NRHP
Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
4251156, Bingham Creek Site Adverse Effect. Alignment would bisect this archacological site west of Criterion D
existing utility lines; undiscovered subsurface deposits or features could be
damaged.
4281274, Riter Canal No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 1,000 feet of Segment 2 of the canal; no Criterion A
historic features other than the canal alignment itself would be impacted, but the
affected section of the open canal would likely have to be piped beneath the new
roadway or conveyed beneath it by a box culvert. The overall NRHP eligibility
of the canal would not be affected under the relevant criterion.
42S81.295; Utah & Salt Lake Canal | No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 1,000 feet of Segment 2 of the canal; no Criterion A

historic features other than the canal alignment itself would be impacted, but the
affected section of the open canal would likely have to be piped beneath the new
roadway or conveyed beneath it by a box culvert. The overall NRHP eligibility
of the canal wouid not be affected under the relevant criterion.

4281300, Union Pacific Railroad

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 2 of the railread; no
historic features other than the rail corridor itself would be impacted, but the
affected section of the rail line would likely be altered by the construction of a
grade-separated crossing. Construction of such a crossing would alter the site
setting to some degree but not significantly enough to affect the overall NRHP
eligibility of the site under the relevant criterion,

Criteria A and
B

4281.304, West Branch Brighton
Canal Extension

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 1,400 feet of Segment 1 and nearly the
entire length of Segment 2; one historic feature of the canal, a bridge, could alse
be impacted. Alteration of the canal could include realignment, piping, or
placement in a box culvert. The portion of Segment 1 that would be impacted
and roughly half of Segment 2 have been previously realigned and lack integrity
of Tocation. Additional piping and/or relocation of these segments would not
further impact the characteristics of the overall canal site that render it eligible
for the NRHP.

Criterion A

42812086, Salt Lake & Garfleld
RR

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 700 feet of the railroad as part of
interchange construction; no historic features other than the rail corridor itself
would be impacted. The affected section of the rail line would likely be altered
by the construction of a grade-separated crossing, Construction of sucha
crossing would alter the site setting to some degree but not significantly enough
to affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the site under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A




NRHP

Railroad

crossing. Construction of such a crossing would alter the site setting to some

than the railroad corrider itsetf would be impacted. The affected section of
Segment 2 would likely be altered by the construction of a grade-separated

degres but not significantly encugh to affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the
site under the relevant criterion.

Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria

4281333, D&RGW—Garfield No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 350 feet of Segment 2; one historic feature, Criterion A
Branch a signpost, would likely be impacted as well. The affected section of the rail line

would likely be altered by construction of a grade-separated crossing.

Construction of such a crossing would alter the site setting to some degree but

not significantly enough to affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the site under

the relevant criterion.
4251335, D&RGW—Biangham No Adverse Effect. Impact io about 430 feet of the mainline segment; no Criterion A
Branch historical features other than the rail line itself would also be impacted. The

affected section of the rail line would likely be altered by the construction of a

grade-separated crossing. Construction of such a crossing would alter the site

setting to some degree but not significantly enough to affect the overall NRHP

eligibility of the site under the relevant criterion.
4281337, Western Pacific No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 2; no features other Criterion A

4251384, Bingham & Garfield
Railway

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 150 feet of one section of the rail line and

of the MVC project. However, since the future crossing at 6200 South is an

about 1,200 feet of another; no historic features other than the rail corridor itself
would be impacted, The affected section of the rail line at about 7000 South
would likely be altered by the construction of a grade-separated crossing.
Construction of a future at-grade crossing at approximately 6200 South would
also impact the site, although such construction would not be undertaken as part

induced impact, it is considered here in terms of impacts to the site. Neither of
these alterations would affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the site under the
two relevant criteria. Note that the 5800 West Freeway Alternative would also
affect an additional segment of this rail line located on private property (owned
by ATK Aliiant-the former Bacchus property); access to this property was
denied for the purpose of inventory and evaluation. The extent of the impact and
its imptlications for site eligibility are unknown but are expected to be minimal.

Criteria A and
B

Table 5. Finding of Effect on Sites Associated with 7200 West Freeway Alternative.

Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

4231156, Bingham Creek Site

Adverse Effect. Same as 5800 West Freeway Alternative.

Criterion D

4281.274, Riter Canal

No Adverse Fffect. Impact to about 400 feet of Segment 1 of the canal; no
historic features other than the canal alignment itself would be impacted, but the
affected section of the open canal would likely have to be piped beneath the new
roadway or conveyed beneath it by a box culvert. The overali NRHP eligibility
of the canal would not be affected under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A




Address/Site Nuruber

Nature of Impact

NREHP
Eligibility
Criteria

4281.295; Utah & Salt Lake Canal

No Adverse Fifect. Impact to about 775 feet of Segment 1 of the canal; two
features, a check dam and a headgate, would also be impacted. The existing box
culvert that conveys the canal under the present 7200 West roadway would
likely be extended as a result of this alternative, and an additional culvert would
be installed to accommodate a frontage road. The overall NRHP eligibility of
the canal would not be affected under the relevant criterion by extension of the
existing box culvert and the additional of a second smaller culvert.

Criterion A

42S1.300, Union Pacific Railroad

No Adverse Effect. Impact to a short section of Segment 1 of the railroad; no
historic features other than the rail corridor itself would be impacted, but the
affected section of the rail line would likely be altered by the construction of a
grade-separated crossing. Construction of such a crossing would alter the site
setting to some degree but not significantly enough to affect the overall NRHP
eligibitity of the site under the relevant criterion.

Criteria A and B

4281306, Salt Lake & Garfield RR

No Adverse Effect. Impact to a short section of the railroad as part of
interchange construction; no historic features other than the rail corridor itself
would be impacted. The affected section of the rail line would likely be altered
by the construction of a grade-separated crossing, Construction of such a
crossing would alter the site setting to some degree but not significantly encugh
to affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the site under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A

4251333, D&RGW--Garfield Branch

No Adverse Effect. Impact to a short section of Segment 1; three features,
including a metal switch box and two signposts, would likely be impacted as
well. The affected section of the rail line would likely be altered by the
construction of a grade-separated crossing. Construction of such a crossing and
removal of the three features would alter the site setting to some degree but not
significantly enough to affect the overall NRHP eligibility of the site under the
relevant criterion.

Criterion A

4281.335, D&RGW—Bingham
Branch

No Adverse Effect. Same as 5800 West Freeway Alternative.

Criterion A

4281337, Western Pacific Railroad

No Adverse Effect. Tmpact to about 175 feet of the railroad; no historic features
would be affected. Tmpacts would likely consist of construction of a grade-
separated crossing. Construction of such a crossing would alter the site setting
to some degree but not significantly enough to affect the overail NRHP
eligibility of the site under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A

4251384, Ringham & Garfield
Railway

No Adverse Fffect. Same as 5800 West Freeway Alternative.

Criteria Aand B
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Table 6. Finding of Effect on Sites Associated with the Southern Freeway

Alternative.

Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

4281.287, Provo Reservoir Canal/
Murdock Ditch

Adverse Effect. Impact to up to 1.3 miles of the canal and elimination of all
historic features along the documented segment. The alternative would require
either extensive piping of the canal segment or a combination of piping,
culverts, and realignment. These alterations would compromise those
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP by eliminating the
surface manifestation of this now-open canal and diminishing the visual
continuity of this linear site as it trends across the landscape.

Criterion A

42U7T946, Utah Lake Distributing
Canal

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 350 feet of Segment 2, including impact to
one feature (a secondary paralleling ditch}. Impacts would likely include the
removal and replacement of the feature and either piping or culverting the canal
under the new roadway. None of these alterations would affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion. Further, the portion of Segment 2 that would be impacted has been
altered through the placement of concrete-lining, unlike any other portion of the
documented segment,

Criterion A

42UT947, Provo Reservoir
Canal/Murdock Ditch

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 700 feet of Segment 2. Two historic
features, a headgate and a culvert, would also be impacted within the affected
portion of Segment 2. Impacts would likely consist of extension or replacement
of the existing culvert and removal and possible replacement of the headgate
feature. None of these alterations would affect the characteristics of the site that
render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A

42177948, Salt Lake & Western
Railway

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 810 feet of Segment 2. No known historic
features would be impacted, Impacts to Segment 2 would likely include
complete demolition of the affected section. This impact would not affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion and would not alter the visual continuity of this linear site on the
landscape.

Criterion A

42UT1125, D&RGW Railroad—
mainline

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 150 feet of Segment 3. No historic features
other than the rail corridor itself would be affected. Impacts would likely consist
of construction of a grade-separated crossing at both locations. Construction of
such a crossing would not affect the characteristics of the site that render it
eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A

Table 7. Finding of Effect on Sites Associated with the 2100 North Freeway.

NRHP
Eligibility

Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
4251.287, Provo Reservoir Canal/ | Adverse Effect. Impact to as much as 1.2 miles of the canal and elimination of Criterion A

Murdock Ditch

all historic features along the documented segment. The alternative would
require either extensive piping of the canal segment or a combination of piping,
culverts, and realignment. These alterations would compromise those
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP by eliminating the
surface manifestation of this now-open canal and diminishing the visual

i1




NRHP

1 and the entire branch of Segment 1; no historic features other than the ditch
itself would be impacted. Impacts to the canal would likely consist of piping or
installation of a culvert along the affected segment of the mainline ditch to
convey the canal beneath the new roadway and piping or realigning the branch
segment, Neither of these alterations would have a substantive impact on the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP.

Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
continuity of this linear site as it trends across the landscape.
42U7T944, Gardner Canal No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 500 feet of the mainline portion of Segment Criterion A

4317T946, Utah Lake Distributing
Canal

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 1. One feature, a
headgate, along Segment 1, may be affected. Impacts would likely include the
removal and replacement of the feature and either piping or culverting the canal

of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criterion.

under the new roadway. None of these alterations would affect the characteristics

Criterion A

42177947, Provo Reservoir
Canal/Murdock Ditch

Segment 2. Two historic features, a headgate and a culvers, would also be
likely consist of piping or culverting the currently open canal segment under the
new roadway. Impacts to Segment 2 would likely consist of extension or

replacement of the existing culvert and removal and possible replacement of the

site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criterion.

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 1 and about 810 feet of

impacted within the affected portion of Segment 2. Impacts to Segment | would

headgate feature. None of these alterations would affect the characteristics of the

Criterion A

4210T948, Salt Lake & Western
Railway

may be impacted along Segment 1. No known historic features would be
impacted along Segment 2. Impacts to both segments would likely include

characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion and would not atter the visual continuity of this linear site on the
landscape.

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 500 feet of Segment 1 and about 810 feet of
Segment 2, Two historic features, both concrete boxes of undetermined function,

complete demolition of the affected sections. These impacts would not affect the

Criterion A

Table 8. Findin

s of Effect on Sites Associated with the Arterials Alternative.

Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

4281214, Jordan & Salt Lake
City Canal

No Adverse Effect. No direct irpact. The canal would be spanned by a bridge,
which would not physicaily alter the site. Placement of the bridge would akter
the setting of the canal but would not compromise the characteristics of the site
that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criteria.

Criteria A and C

4281.286, Utah Lake Distributing
Canal

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 350 feet of the canal through anticipated
piping or culverting of the canal beneath the fill for the approach to the
proposed Porter Rockwell/Jordan River Bridge. Although the placement of the
bridge would alter the setting of the canal, this alteration would not affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criteria.

Criterion A




Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

4281.287, Provo Reservoir Canal/
Murdock Ditch

Adverse Effect. Impact to as much as 1.2 miles of the canal and elimination of
all historic features along the documented segment. This alternative would
require either extensive piping of the canal segment or a combination of piping,
culverts, and realignment. These alterations would compromise those
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP by eliminating the
surface manifestation of this now-open canal and diminishing the visual
continuity of this linear site as it trends across the landscape.

Criterion A

42581.290, East Jordan Canal

No Adverse Effect. No direct impact. The canal would be spanned by a bridge,
which would not physically alter the site. Placement of the bridge would alter
the setting of the canal but would not compromise the characteristics of the site
that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criteria.

Criterion A

4281291, South Jordan Canal

No Adverse Effect. No direct impact. The canal would be spanned by a bridge,
which would not physically alter the site. Placement of the bridge would alier
the setting of the canal but would not compromise the characteristics of the site
that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criteria.

Criterion A

4281293, D&RGW Railroad—
mainiine

No Adverse Effect. No direct impact. The railroad would be spanned by a
bridge, which would not physically alter the site. Placement of the bridge would
alter the setting of the railroad but would not compromise the characteristics of
the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criteria.

Criterion A

4281.295, Utah & Salt Lake Canal

No Adverse Effect. No direct impact. Segment 3 of the canal would be
spanned by a bridge, which would not physically alter the site. Placement of the
bridge would alter the setting of the canal but would not compromise the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criteria.

Criterion A

4281.350, Draper Irrigation Canal

Adverse Effect.  Impact to approximately 1.5 miles of the documented segment
of the canal and elimination of eight historic features. Impacts would likely
consist of either piping or substantive realignment of the affected section,
though portions of the canal segment are already piped. These alterations to the
currently un-piped sections would compromise those characteristics of the site
that render it eligible for the NRHP by eliminating the surface manifestation of
this now-open canal and diminishing the visual continuity of this linear site as it
trends across the landscape.

Criterion A

42581510, Salt Lake & Utah
Railroad

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of the extreme northern end of the
remaining railroad grade. No features other than the grade itself would be
impacted. Impacts would likely consist of complete demolition and/or coverage
of the affected section of the rail grade as part of roadway construction. These
impacts would not substantively alter the characteristics of the site that render it
eligible for the NRHP or significantly compromise the visual continuity of the
site as it presently exists,

Criteria A and B

42UT944, Gardner Canal

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 500 feet of the mainline portion of
Segment 1 and the entire branch of Segment 1; no historic features other than
the ditch itself would be impacted. Fmpacts to the canal would likely consist of
piping or installation of a culvert along the affected segment of the mainline
ditch to convey the canal beneath the new roadway and piping or realigning the
branch segment. Neither of these alterations would have a substantive impact on
the characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP.

Criterion A




Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRH?P
Eligibility
Criteria

42071946, Utah Lake Distributing
Canal

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 1 and about 200 feet
of Segment 2. One feature, 2 headgate, along Segment 1, and two features, both
headgates, along Segment may be affected. Tmpacts would likely include the
removal and replacement of the features and either piping or culverting the
canal under the new roadway. None of these alterations would affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion.

Criterion A

42007947, Provo Reservoir Canal/
Murdock Ditch

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment | and about 700 feet
of Segment 2. Two historic features, a beadgate and a culvert, would also be
impacted within the affected portion of Segment 2. Impacts to Segment 1 would
likely consist of piping or culverting the currently open canal segment under the
new roadway. Impacts to Segment 2 would likely consist of extension or
replacement of the existing culvert and removal and possible replacement of the
headgate feature. None of these alterations would affect the characteristics of
the site that reader it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant criterion.

Criterion A

42107948, Salt Lake & Western
Railway

No Adverse Effect.  Impact to about 500 feet of Segment 1 and about 800 feet
of Segment 2. Two historic features, both concrete boxes of undetermined
function, may be impacted along Segment 1. No historic features would be
impacted along Segment 2. Impacts to would likely include complete
demolition of the affected sections. These impacts would not affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion and would not alter the visual continuity of this linear site on the
landscape.

Criterion A

42071125, D&RGW Railroad—
mainiine

No Adverse Effect. Impact to about 200 feet of Segment 1 and about 150 feet
of Segment 3. No historic features other than the rail corridor itself would be
affected. Impacts would likely consist of construction of grade-separated
crossings at both locations. Construction of such crossings would not affect the
characteristics of the site that render it eligible for the NRHP under the relevant
criterion.

Criterion A

Architectural Resources

Ms. Sheri Ellis, a consultant with SWCA Environmental Consultants, conducted a
selective architectural survey of the various alignments of the proposed MVC in western

Salt Lake County and northern Utah County in 2004. The alternative alignments that
were assessed for their architectural resources pass through or near the communities of
Magna, West Valley City, Kearns, West Jordan, Herriman, Bluffdale, Eagle Mountain

Lehi, American Fork, and Saratoga Springs.

In Salt Lake County, Ms. Ellis recorded a total of 112 historical architectural properties

within the MVC survey areas. In Salt Lake County, the survey area included lineal
corridors along the existing 7200 West alignment between Interstate 80 and
approximately 4700 South and along an alignment at approximately 5800 West from
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Interstate 80 to 4700 South. South of 4700 South, the proposed 7200 West and 5800
West alternative alignments merge into a single corridor that trends southeasterly through
the Salt Lake Valley to the Jordan Narrows area, running south along the western side of
the existing Camp Williams Road/Redwood to the Salt Lake-Utah County line.

Of the 112 architectural properties surveyed in Salt Lake County, 107 of these properties
were located between SR-201 (2100 South) and 4700 South and between 5600 West and
7200 West, with a concentration along the proposed 5600 West transit and 7200 West
roadway alignments. Five of the 112 evaluated properties are located in the extreme
southern Salt Lake County, near Camp Williams.

Portions of the MVC corridors were surveyed in 2004 for a 3500 South
connector/road/arterial alternative, unrelated to the proposed MVC. After assessing
whether the properties maintained sufficient physical integrity to maintain their previous
evaluation as eligible for the NRHP, the consultant incorporated the existing data into the
MV selective survey.

In Utah County, Ms. Ellis surveyed 33 properties in the western and southern outskirts of
Lehi and the extreme western portion of American Fork west of I-15. The survey arca
consisted of a series of linear corridors corresponding to a single north-south alternative
and several east-west alternatives.

Roughly speaking, the north-south corridor was located along the western side of the
existing Redwood Road/Camp Williams Road from the Utah-Salt Lake County line
southward to roughly 2800 North. From here this alignment shifted to the west and
roughly paralleled the east side of 11600 West. At approximately 7350 North, this
alignment, referred to as the All Alignments/Southern Freeway corndor, curved to the
east and became an east-west alternative connecting to Interstate 15 between Pleasant
Grove and Lindon. Three other east-west alignments were inventoried for historical
architectural properties as well. One was located between the north-south alignment, near
Redwood Road, and Interstate 15 along 2100 North, north of Lehi. This corridor is
hereinafter referred to as the 2100 North Connection corridor. The second was located
between the north-south All Alignments/Southern Freeway alignment and Interstate 15
along a route beginning at the intersection of approximately 11600 West and 8570
North/Main Street and extending east-southeasterly to the junction of Interstate 15 and
Highway 89 in American Fork. This alignment is referred to as the Southern Connection
Arterials corridor. The third alignment, referred to as the 1900 South Option corridor,
began just east of the Jordan River near Saratoga Springs and extended easterly along the
north margin of Utah Lake (along 7350 North) to connect to the east-west portion of the
All Alignments/Southern Freeway corridor near 8000 West in western American Fork.

For the purpose of the MVC, the cutoff date for considering a property historical was set

at 1960 in order to accommodate the projected completion date of the overall project
Environmental Impact Statement.
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Table 9. Historical Buildings Documented within the Salt Lake County Survey

Area.
Approx. SHPO Rating/
Address City Date Built Description Eligibility
serow.  [West Valley 1950 | WWI-Era Cottage exhibiting general Post-WWIHI style; constructed of striated A/Eligible under Criteria
2700 S. City prick; one contributing outbuilding Aand C
5660 W, W_CSE Valley 1924 | Residence of undefined type exhibiting vernacular Victorian style; clad in B/Elgible under
2700 S. City stucco/plaster; former farmstead; unique structure; four contributing and one non- | Criterion A
contributing outbuildings
5764 Wi ' [Crosswing {L-cottage) re esidence of undefined styl

ful? Iength gmrch cnciosed multtpie Iarue: dditions ob:

25770 W.

Rectangular Block residence exhibiting vernacular Victorian style; clad in

B/Eligible under
Criterion A

2700 S,

asbesto:; sldmg, porch g]as;ed in; one n{)n-centnbutmg outbul dzﬂg

1Ot Eligible

West Valley

WWI-Era Cottage (with garage) re&deme of Minimal Traditional style;

1940 B/Previously Determined
35608 City constructed of regular brick; storm windows over original; one contributing Eligible under Criterion
outbuilding; documented for the UDOT 3500 South Project A with 3500 South
project
5724 W. WFST Valley 193¢ | WWII-Era Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in stucco/plaster; three A/Previousty Determined
3500 S. Cuy contributing outbuildings and one coatributing rock wall; documented for the Eligible under Criteria A
UDOT 3500 South Project and C with 3500 South
project
5741 W. West Valiey 1890 | Four-square residence exhibiting general Classical style; clad in asbestos siding; | A/Previcusty Determined
3500 8. City no cutbuildings; documented for the UDOT 3500 South Project Eligible under Criteria A
and C with 3500 South
project
5742 W. West Valley 1915 |Bungalow residence of general Bungalow style; constructed of regular brick; A/Previcusty Determined
3360 8. City farmstead; five contributing outbuildings, one non-contributing outbuilding, and | Eligible under Criteria A
historical trees: documented for the UDOT 3500 South Project and C with 3500 South
project
3755 W, Weﬁf Valley 1940 | WWH-Era Cottage exhibiting Minimal Traditional style; constructed of striated A/Previously Determined
3500 S. City brick; original windows; one non-contributing outbuilding; documented for the Eligible under Criteria A
UDOT 3500 South Project and C with 3500 Seuth
project.
5763 W. West Valley 1930 | WWII-Era Cottage exhibiting Minimal Traditional style; clad in asbestos siding; }B/Previously Determined
3500 5. City in-period addition; one non-contributing outbuilding; documented for the UDOT | Eligible under Criterion
3500 South Project A with 3500 South
project.
5769 W. VV:GSY Vailey 1940 | WWII-Era Cottage exhibiting Minimal Traditional style; clad in asbestos siding; |B/Previously Determined
3500 8. City windows replaced; one non- contnbutma outhuilding; documented for the UDOT | Eligible under Criterion

33500 South Project

A with 3500 South

g Ratzch;RambEer resuie:nce exhibiting g""m:rai Ranchz’Rambler style® constructed
: regularbnck o
outbulidmgs dch

d addltmn Oit cast s;de, three non ontnbutmfr' '
d for the UDO”T 3500 Sﬂuth ije_

il

project

West Valley

1920

5890 W Bungalow residence exhibiting Period Revival and general Buncaiow style B/Previously Determined
35008 City constructed of regular brick; three non-contribating and one contr ibuting Eligible under Criterion
outbuildings; éocumented for the UDOT 3500 South Project A with 3500 South
project.
5910 W, {West Valley. '} 1945 | WWII-Era Cottage exhibititg Minimal Traditional style; constructed of striated - C/NotEligible "0
35008, C|City. o) 0T |brick; one contributing outbuiiding; documiented for the UDOT 3500 South B
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Address

Approx.
Date Built

Description

SHPO Rating/

Eligibility

3567 8. West Valley 1930 |Residence of undefined type and vernacular Period Revival style; clad in B/Eligible under

56006 W. City drop/novelty siding; two contributing outbuildings Crterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

3581 8. WFSt Valley 1940 {WWII-Fra Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in shingle siding; aiterations | B/Eligible under

se00 W, | City include the addition of a chimney to north wall; one non-contributing oufbuilding {Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

3601 8. [ West Valley 1927 |Bungalow residence of Bungalow and Colonial Revival style; clad in clapboard | B/Eligible under

s600 w. [City siding; four contributing cutbuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

36028, | West Valley 1900 |Cross-wing residence of vernacular Victorian Eclectic style; clad in regular brick; | B/Eligible under

sepow. Gty fair to poor condition; otic contributing outbuilding Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

36118, |West Valley 1938 I WWII-Era Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in asbestos siding; one non- | B/Eligible under

senpw. |City contributing outbuilding Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

36278, West Valley 1920 | Bungalow residence of Bungalow and Arts & Crafts style; clad in alum./viny] B/ Eligible under

sqoow. |City siding; no outhuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

3630 8. West Valley 1923  |Bungalow residence of Bungalow and Prairie School style; clad in regular brick; {B/Eligible under

s600w. | City one non-contributing oufbuilding Criterion A

West alle

City

Be. 1

% (31 § g

= R {58

Residence of undefined type and exhibiting vernacular Bungalow and Period
Revival style; clad in stucco/plaster; ne outbuildings; moved to present location

R : onindn etidie HEHIR & ..
36538,  |West Valley 1940 | WWII-Era Cottage of Mirimal Traditional style; clad in asbestos siding and B/Eligible under
seow.  {City shingle siding; no outbuildings Criterion A
Documenied as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligitility
36638, |WestValley 1900 |Foursquare residence of vernacular Victorian Eclectic style; clad in drop/novelty | B/Eligible under
setow.  |City siding; two contributing outbuildings including a stone granary Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
36728 West Valley 1942 | Cape Cod residence exhibiting Post-WWH and other undefined siyle; clad in B/Eligible under
3600 W Caty cobblestone; 13 contributing outhuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
; e i

B/Ehgible under
Criterion A
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Address City

Approx.
Date Built

Description

SHPO Rating/
Eligibility

before 1960

Dacumented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

3750 8. West Valley 1944  {Bungalow residence of general Bungalow style; clad in regular and striated brick; |B/Eligible under
5600 W. City no outbuildings; moved to present location in 1968 but appears to be in similar Criterion A
suburban sefting.
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
37758, West Valley 1955 {Ranch residence with garage and exhibiting general Ranch/Rambler style; clad in | B/Eligible under
s600w.  |City regular brick; no outbuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibilivy

West Valley
City

| Early Ranch/Rambler residence of general Early Ranch style; clad in regular

brick; one contributing outbuilding
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

e i

52
AR o

Bungalow residence of general Bungalow style; clad in regular brick and

3809 S. WF“ Valley 1926  jBungalow residence of general Bungalow style; clad in asbestos siding and B/Eligible under
seoow,  {City masenite siding; no outbuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
38278 “{55* Valley 1925  |Bungalow residence of general Bungalow style; clad in regular brick; no B/Eligible nnder
5600 W, City outbuildings; moved to present location after January 1972 Criterion A
. Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
3846 8. West Valley 1917 | Bungalow residence of general Bungalow style; clad in regular brick; 12 B/Eligible under
se00w. |City contributing outbuildings Criterion A
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility

B/Eligible under
Criterion A

39178, |West Valley 1923 B/ Eligible under
s600w,  |City stucco/plaster; one non-contributing outbuilding and four contributing Criterion A
outbuildings, including a concrete granary
Documented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
4095 8. West Valley 1950  |Ranch residence with garage and exhibiting general Ranch/Rambler style; clad in | A/Eligible under Criteria
S600 W, City shingle siding; one contributing outbuilding AandC
Dacumented as part of 3500 South Project and reviewed for eligibility
3525 8. Wesi Valley 1920  |Rectangular Block residence of vernacular Victorian style; clad in asbestos siding; | B/Eligible under
5750w, (Ciy storm windows over some original windows, other original windows replaced; one|Criterion A
contributing cutbuilding (garage); moved to this location in 1940s from Garfield,
Salt Lake County, according to property owner
35308, | WestValley 1947  |Early Ranch/Rambler residence exhibiting Minimal Traditional style; clad in B/Eligible under
City
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Address

Approx.
Date Built

Description

SHPO Rating/
Eligibility

3750 W.

ciapboard Sldmg, medcm v;nyi windows; one non- contni}utmg outbulldmg

Criterion A

City

West Valiéy

Early Ranch reszdence EXhlblth Eariy Raracb :;‘{yle clad in medmm wxdth
aluminum siding; alterations include replacement of original windows and the

B/Eligible under
Criterion A

i WCS%

Cit

application of aluminum siding; two non-contributing outbuildings

35565,
5750 W.

West Valley

City

1952

Ranc%l/ Rambler residence exhibiting general Post- WWil stvle clad in asbestos

B/Eligible under
Criterion A

s1dmg, 1n-per§0d ga{aae addition; no oﬂtbu;ldmcs

_ tnbut}@ outbuﬂdmgs

location; also present is a large, contributing, mid-20th century
agricultural/industrial building constructed of concrete biock; one contributing
graiu silo is also present

3550 8 WGSt Valley 1937 | Period Cottage exhzbmng Greek Revival ané gmeral Period Revival style; B/Eligible under

5750 W City constructed of striated brick and partiaily clad in asbestos siding; clay tile roof; Criterion A
some windows replaced; rare style; no outbuildings

5652 W, Herriman 1960/ |Single Cell residence of general early 20th century style; clad in drop/novelty B/Eligible under

13106 S. 1945 |siding; abandoned but not notable alterations; may have been moved to this Criterion A

ammmum sxdir&g, m-pe'ﬂad snie add1t10n, ciormer wmdow ccvered wo r;o
: conmbutmg outbuildings - i R R :
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Approx.

Description

SHPO Rating/

Address

Date Buailt

3 dent_:;: o_f mdeterm_mate styie_ clad m:vmyl._a'ém 3 multl le

Ei;glbillty

3075 8.

West Valley

Penod Cottage exhtbmag English Tudor and general Period Revival style,

7200

1932 B/Eligible under
7200 W. City constructed of striated brick; excellent condition; eriginal windows; historical Criterion A
landscape; two non-condributing outbuildings
3080 8. Magna 1940 | WWIE-Era Cottage exhibiting general 20th Century style; clad in medium width B/Eligible under
7200 W, alurm. /\myi 51dmg, wmdows replaced Criterion A
.3.1@:4.3; m— s ™ e

City

1940

Residence of indeterminate type exhibiting Minimai Traditional and Period Cottage

styles; clad in medium width aluminum siding
contributing outbuilding

; windows replaced; one non-

B/Eligible under
Criterion A

7200 W, -

_ ”: Remdence of undeﬁned tyge ‘and styfe, constructed of everstzed %mck ar'zd pamaily _
“félad in narrow vmyl siding; 2'smry out-of-period ; addztmrt fenestration altered; ofie |2 R 0L

C/Not Eligible
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Approx. SHPO Rating/
Address City Date Built Description Eligibility

Magna Residence of undefined Traditional B/Eligible under
T200 W, style; clad in stucco/piaster; smatl glass block window in fagade may have been Criterion A
altered; two non-contributing outbuildings
3551 8. WCSF Valley 1950 [Early Ranch residence exhibiting Early Ranch style; constructed of striated brick; | A/Eligibie under Criteria
THO0 W, City no notable alterations; two non-contributing outbuiidings AandC

3641 5. ""T%t Valley 1955 |Ranch/Rambler residence exhibiting general Ranch/Rambler style; constructed of | B/Eligible under
7200 W. City striated brick; possible in-period garage addition; no outbuildings Criterion A
3778, West Valley 1914 |Bungalow residence exhibiting general Bungalow style; constructed of regular B/Eligible under
7200 W. City brick; dormer window covered; porch enclosed; windows replaced; no outbuildings | Criterion A

West Valley Early Ranchy (with garage) residence of general Early Ranch style; constructed of | A/Previously
City striated brick; one non-contributing outbuilding; documented for the UDOT 3500  { Determined Eligible
South Project under Criteria A and C

with 3500 South project.

iR i E

6921 W. 2_‘353 Valley Ranch residence (with garage) of general Ranch/Rambler style; constructed of A/Eligible under Criteria
ity AandC



Approx.

SHPO Rating/

Address Ciry Date Built Description Eligibility
33005 ' A - | original exposed rafter ends removed; no outbuildings; relocated from Bacchu' L :
S S R o facility i in 1956 documenzed for the {;DOT 350(} Scmth Pro;ect e
7015 W, W_Eﬁ Valley 1950 | Early Ranch residence (with garage) exhibiting general Post- WWiI style cladin | B/Previously
3500 8. City ashbestos siding; garage addition; one contributing outbuilding; decumented for the | Determined Eligible

UDOT 3500 South Project under Criterion A with
3500 South project.
730 W, Magna 1880 ]Cenral Block with Projecting Bays residence exhibiting Victorian Era Queen Anne] A/Previously
3500 8. style; constructed of regular brick; no outbuildings; documented for the UDOT Determined Eligible
3500 Seuth Project under Criteria A and C
with 3500 South project.
7320 W. Magna 1920 |Bungalow residence exhibiting general Bungalow and Minimal Traditional style; | A/Previously
3500 S. ciad in asbestos siding; no outbuildings; documented for the UDOT 3500 Seuth Determined Eligible
Project under Criteria A and C
with 3500 South project.
7339 W. Magna 18370  Hall-Parlor residence exhibiting general Classical style; clad in clapboard siding; | A/Previousiy
3500 S. no outbuildings; documented for the UDOT 3500 South Project Determined Eligibie
under Criteria A and C
with 3500 South project.
TIT2 W, Magna 1940 | WWil-Era Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in asbestos siding; windows |B/Previously
3500 S. replaced; one non-contributing outbuilding; documented for the UDOT 3504 South | Determined Eligible

Project

under Criterion A with

3500 South ;}roject

{C/Not Eligible

16351 8. B

Camp
Williams
Rd.

luffdale

Large agricultural outbuilding/barn constructed of regular brick and exhibiting
generat early 20th century style: associated with out-of-period residence of Rustic
atyle and Late 20th Century type; the barn has been slightly modified through the
apparent adaptation of the structure for non- agricultural use, but it is still
sufficiently intact to warrani consideration as a structure independent of the
residence with which it is associated.

B-rated
outhuilding/Eligible
under Criterion A but
out-of-period residence

165758

Camp

cmral addmoﬂs

Bunga%ow residence’ exhibiting general Bungalow style: clad in “aluminum sidinig; C?NéfEii_g_iE}lé'

S 'alterafacms ate extens;vc and gonsist of enclosure of the gorch 5

15406 S.

1945

Residence of undefined type and general Late 20th century style; clad in vinyl

C/Not Eligibie but B-

Pony siding; alterations include the application of vinyl siding, the replacement of rated

Express Rd. original windows, and a probabie porch addition; six contributing agricultural outbuildings/Eligible
outbuildings are associated with this property under Criterion A

475 W. Blafidale 1930 | Residence of undefined type and general 20th century style; clad in tongue-and- B/Eligible under

14600 5. groove siding; alterations include the repiacement of a few original windows with Criterion A

modern windows and possible porch and rear additions; one non-contributing
outbuilding; this property is a unique type akin to a very early version ofa
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Approx. SHFPO Rating/
Address City Date Built Description Eligibility
| i | Ranch/Rambler residence and is in generally good condition |
Table 10, Historical Architectural Properties Documented within the Northern
Utah County Survey Area.
Approx.
Deseription

Address

Date Bailt

SHPO Ratmg/ Eligibility

.Resxcience of mdetermmate type and style c%ad it drop 51dm

_ mo ' ern vinyl. Wxnéows,'

[ CNot

féur nor conmbutmg' outbiixldmgs

905 S,

1706

Lehi

195G

Agricultural shed of undefined style; constructed of wood frame B/Eligible Under Criterion A

W, and clad in corrugated metal; one riveted steel tank and one out-

of-period metal silo are also present; agricultural buildings only;

poor condition
1201 W. 2100 |Lehi 1950 WWIi-Era Cottage exhibiting general Post-WWII style; B/Eligible under Criterion A
N. constructed of concrete block; vinyl windows; one contributing

DEMOLISHED

" Res&dence of uﬁde' ned t b

outbuilding (mink shed} and three non-contributing outbuildings

s 6ne'ﬁc}n—conmbutmg Durbuzkimor :

77122 W,
TI50 N,

Lehi

1935

Ranch/Rambier residence of general Ranch/ Rambier style; clad in
striated brick; alterations inciude the application of a clay tile roof
and the replacement of original windows; four non-contributing

B/Eligible under Criterion A

outhuildings

‘?1(}000 WL
8 I’?i} N

| onty Kistorical cornponent

Contributing outbuildings”
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Address

City

Approx.
Date Built

Description

SHPO Rating/ Ell!’lhillty

| Lehi

Ciesg _Bungalow remder;ce of generaE Buugal()w Sty e,

ad m regalar e

i non—conmbutm g outbutidm gs

Cf’Not Ehglble

27410 N,
8350 W,

Lehi

1915

Bungalow residence of Bungalow ané simplified Victorian style
ctad in rock-faced concrete block and medium width alammum
siding; alterations include the use of aluminum siding and the
replacement of some original windows; one coatributing
outbuilding (barn) and one non-contributing outbuilding

/Eligible under Criterion A

e _Crossmwmg reSidence of. vemacuiar Vzctonar; style: ciad m W()od :

C/Not Eligible”

cbnmbutmg outbul%dmgs i

8350

[ehi

1890

2-story Hall-Parlor residence of vez‘nacular Gothic Revival style;
clad in wide aluminum siding; some original windows, some
storm windows over originals; rare building type in outskirts of
Lehl tWo nof- cenmbutmg outbusldmgs

B/Eligible under Criterion A

7TT40 N,
8730 W.

Lehi

Inside-out granary and two wood plank sheds; agriculturat
outbuildings only

“|one non-contributing outbuilding:

Reszd_ : ce of indeterminate type exhlbmng Co%cmgai Rev:va
tyle i .alammﬂm/vmyt siding: out f—peno side adéitiou

7364 N, 9550

Lehi

1637

WWIIL-Era Cottage of limited Minimal Traditional style ciad in
narrow aluminum siding; modermn storm windows obscure original
windows; three non-contributing outbuildings

B/Eligible under Criterion A

| Bungalow residence exhibiting general Bungaiow and Colonial -+ |
Rewval style constmcte{i of mc%_c face '

lot Eligible

1100 W, Main
St.

American Fork

1935

Period Cottage remdence exhzbztmg general Penod Revival style;
constructed of regular brick; clay tile roef; some windows
repiaeed SiX non- contn%utmg outbmldmgs

BiLligible under Criterion A

1041 W -Main

American Forl

o peﬁt}d'aédlﬁbn four ron- conmbutmg ouibmldﬁigs_-

Milip{md Rd ] e

Ranch/ Ram%ﬁer resxdersce exhlbmng general ?o:&WWiI styie

75{35 W
Mﬂlpond Rd

Lehi

alteratzoﬂ metal roof‘ out~of~pen garage— ad&tmr; three non--
Cﬁnmbutmg ocutbuildings :

C/Not Eligible

TTI0S N, 40
Saratoga Rd -

~|ehi

e Haﬂ-i’arior residence of unclear styEe ¢ ad in parrow vmyl sxdmg,

original windows replaced with modern vinyl wmdows one non-,

C/'N of fEEigif{)i_e
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Approx.

Address

City Date Built i)escription SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
Chdmammesie o iiness Feoniributing 'outbuilding S : i

1000 w ' Seate

: Bur;ga[ow residence of general Bungalow styie, clad in forigue &
groove and aiummum siding; alteration nclude the use of -
bie a fthe feuestraé:ton in th
'gable of the fmnt fawde, one ccmtrxbutm g eutbmldmg {earage) -

1070 W,
State Street

Lehi 1941 Period Cottage/WWI-Era Cottage transitional residence of B/Eligible under Criterion A
general Late 20th Century style; clad in striated brick and wood
sheet; alterations include the replacement of original windows and
a miner siding change; one non-contributing cutbuilding

Ranch!Rambler'remdence of geﬁerai- Post~WWIE_ style clad i in

carport and garage &ttachme' and rep?acemeﬂt'of the: orizit a
<[ windows; no outbmldmgs

1060 W,
State Street

iehi 1947 Period Cottage/WWII-Era Cottage transitional residence of B/Eligible under Criterion A
simplified \/Imlmal Traditional and Period Revival style; clad in
striated brick; alterations include the replacement of criginal
windows and the application of 1950s window and porch
awnings; one contributing outbuilding (garage) and one non-
contributing outbuiléiug

R- | Saratoga Springs .

Ms. Ellis documented 112 primary buildings with related outbuildings at the
reconnaissance level in Salt Lake County. In terms of SHPO ratings for eligibility to the
National Register of Historic Places, twelve buildings were recommended as “A;” thirty-
six buildings were recommended as “B;” and the remaining sixty-three buildings were
recommended as “C.” One building was demolished between the onset of the survey and
the preparation of this document. With the exception of one property in Herriman and
five in unincorporated Salt Lake County, the properties in Salt Lake County were located
in West Valley City and the township of Magna. Most construction in the western part of
Salt Lake County occurred during World War 11 and the subsequent years, reflecting the
influence of increased mining activity and post-war suburbanization. Ofthe 112
buildings within Salt Lake County, 50 percent were constructed from 1940 on. Forty-
nine houses fall within the stylistic categories associated with the war-time and post-war
years of Minimal Traditional, Early Ranch and Ranch/Rambler. Twenty-five are
bungalows, and the remaining residential examples are evenly distributed between pre-
1930 styles, including hall-parior plans, Victorian Eclectic and Period Cottages.

In Utah County, Ms. Ellis documented 33 properties in the western and southern outskirts
of Lehi and the extreme western portion of American Fork west of I-15. Regarding
SHPO ratings for eligibility to the NRHP, in Utah County nine buildings were
recommended as “B,” or eligible for the NRHP; twenty-two buildings were
recommended as “C,” or incligible for the NRHP, and two were demolished in the
period between the documentation of the buildings and this writing. Twenty-nine of the
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properties are residential in use; two represent agricultural uses. Although building
construction generally dropped in the 1930s due to economic conditions, more buildings
(nine) were constructed during this decade than any other in the Utah County survey for
the Mountain View Corridor project. Twelve buildings were constructed during the
period from 1940 to 1960. The remaining ten properties are distributed from the 1880s
through the 1920s, Stylistically, eleven buildings fall into mid-century categories
(Minimal Traditional, Early Ranch and Ranch/Rambler); seven are bungalows, and the
remaining thirteen are distributed between hall/parlor, four-square, single-cell and cross-
wing plans, and Period Cottage and Victorian Eclectic styles.

The historic boundaries for most of the properties consist of the legal boundary for the
parcel of land on which the building is located. The exceptions include the following
properties:

e 16351 S. Camp Williams Road, Bluffdale. The historic boundaries for this barn
consist only of the footprint of the barn. It is legally associated with a large parcel
of land; however, the primary structure on the property is an out-of-period
residence. Despite the presence of a non-historic residence and the conversion of
the barn to a non-agricultural use, the barn has been evaluated as an eligible
resource because it in the midst of open land and continues to convey its
association as a rural outbuilding.

e 1100 W. Main Street, American Fork. The historic boundaries for this single-
family dwelling consist of the residence itself and the landscaped portions of the
front and side yards. The current legal parcel boundary is more extensive but
does not include contributing features and is not, in itself, contributing to the
historical setting of the residence. Most of the larger, original parcel has been
developed for commercial and industrial purposes.

In consultation with the Utah SHPO, the following criteria were used to evaluate effects
of the project on historic properties: 1) No Effect — the ROW for the build alternative
does no encroach on any part of the boundary defined for the historic property; 2) No
Adverse Effect — the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic
property, but does not result in the acquisition of the historic property, and does not result
in the alteration of any of the characteristics that qualify the property for the NRHP in a
manner that would diminish any of the relevant aspects of integrity; 3) Adverse Effect —
the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic property, and
results in the acquisition of all or part of the historic property such that the characteristics
that qualify it for the NRHP are altered in a manner that diminishes the integrity of the
property.
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Transit Dedicated Right-of-Way and Mixed-Traffic Alternatives

Table 11. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties Associated with the 5600 West

{With the exception of the last entry, 5652 W. 13100 S. in Herriman, all addresses in the table below are in

West Valley City).
NRHP Hiligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
3567 5. 5600 W. No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.012 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted. Criterion A
3581 S. 5600'W. No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.010 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted. Criterion A
3601 S, 5600 W, No Adverse Effect, Strip acquisition of 0.006 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted. Criterion A
3602 S. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criteria A and C.
3611 8. 5600 W, No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.006 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted. Criterion A
3627 8. 5600 W. No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of .02 acre of land 2long frontage; no contributing | B/Eligible Under
features would be impacted. Criterion A
3630 S. 5600 W. Mo Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.006 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted under the Dedicated Right-of-Way Altemative. Criterion A
3639 8. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible,
3653 8. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criteria A and C.
3663 5. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A.
3672 8. 5600 W, No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of .05 acre of land along frontage; no contributing B/Eligible Under
: features would be impacted. Criterion A.
3685 5. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3690 8. 5600 W. No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of .001 acre of land along frontage; no contributing | B/Eligible Under
: features would be impacted. Criterion A..
3691 5. 5600 W, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3732 8. 5600 W, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible,
- 375055600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
: Criteria A and C.
3775 8. 5600 W, No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.003 acre of land slong frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be impacted. Criterion A
3784 8. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible,
3809 S, 3600 W, No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of .004 acre of land along frontage; no contributing | B/Eligible Under
features would be impacted. Cnterion A.
3827 8. 5600 W. No Historie Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A and C.
3846 5. 5600 W. Adverse Effect. Potential acquisition of primary building. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A
3853 8. 5600 W. No Historic Properties Affected. Chot Eligible
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NRHP Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
3870 8. 3600 W, No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.004 acre of land along frontage; no B/Eligible Under
contributing features would be itpacted. Criterion A
3879 8. 5600 W Ne Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3917 8, 5600 W. Mo Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A and C
4095 8. 5600 W. Adverse Effect. Potential acquisition of primary building. AfCriteria A and C
5652 W. 13100 8. Herriman No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
| Criterion A
Table 12. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties Associated with 5800 West
Freeway Alternative
{All addresses for the 5800 W. Freeway Alternative are located in West Valley City).
NRHP Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
5610 W, 2700 S. No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under
Criteria A and C
5660 W, 2700 S, No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under
Criterion A
3764 W. 2700 8. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5770 W, 2700 S. No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under
‘ Criterion A
L5790 W. 2700 S. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5712 W. 3500 8. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and asseciated property for BfPreviously
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Determined
Eligible under
Criterion A with
3500 South Project
(5724 W, 3500 8. Adverse Effect. Partial acquisition of property with avoidance of the primary building. AfPreviously
Property acquisition {0.092 acre); access to property may not be able to be restored, so an Determined
acquisition of the entire property would be necessary. Eligible under
Criteriz Aand C
with 3500 South
Project
5741 W. 3500 S. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for AlPreviously
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Determined
Eligible under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project
TETAZ W.3500 5. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for AfPreviously
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Determined
Eligibie under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 Scuth
Project
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Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP Eligibility
Criteria

5755 W. 3500 5.

| Adverse Effect. Complete acqguisition of all buildings and associated property for

roadway and/or drainage purposes.

A/Previously
Determined
Eligibie under
Criteria A and C
with 3500 South
Project

5765 W. 3500 S,

Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for
roadway and/or drainage purposes.

B/Previousiy
Determined
Eligible under
Criterion A with
3500 South Project

3769 W, 3500 5. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for B/Previcusly
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Determined
Eligible under
Criterion A with
3500 South Project
5880 W_3500 8. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5890 W. 3500 S, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5910 W, 3500 S. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5920 W. 3500 S. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5944 W. 35005, Wo Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
5950°W. 3500 S, Ne Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3525 8. 5750 W. Adverse Effect. Partial acquisition of property with avoidance of the primary building. B/Eligible under
' Property acquisition {((.225 acre); aceess to property may not be able to be restored, so an Criterion A.
; acquisition of the entire property would be necessary.
353055750 'W. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for B/Eligible under
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Criterion A
3536 8.5750W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
13546 8. 5750 W, No Historic Propertics Affected. C/Not Eligible
3547 8. 5750 W, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3555 8.5730 W, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3556 8. 5750 W, Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for C/Not Eligible
roadway and/or drainage purposes.
3565 8. 5750 W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3568 8. 3750 W. No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3584 8. 5750 W, No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
3590 8. 5750 W, Adverse Bffect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and assocfated property for B/Eligible under
{Blanche Street) roadway and/or drainage purposes. Criterion A,
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Table 13. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties Associated with the 7200 West

Alternative,
NRHP
Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
(25738 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
2627S. 72060 W. WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
2635 8. 72068, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. Ci/Not Eligible,
2641 8. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected, C/Not Eligible.
2647 8. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
26508. 7200 W. Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
2710 8. 7200 W,  Magna No Historic Properties Affected. CfNot Eligible.
2958 8. 7200 W, Magna No Historic Properties Affected. CiNot Eligible.
2982 S. 7200 W. Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
2992 8, 72005, Magaa No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3040 8. 7200 W. Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Ehigible.
3044 8. 7200 W.  Magna Mo Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3052 8. 7200 W.  Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
30608. 7200 W. Magna Mo Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
30758, 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A.
30808.7200W. Magna Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and assoeiated property for B/Eligible Under
roadway and/or drainage purposes. Criterion A
3104 5. 7200 W.  Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3199 8. 7200 W.  wWvC Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.039 acre of land along the property frontage; nearest B/Eligible Under ;
edge of residence would still be set back from the new right-of-way edge. However, Criterion A.
contributing features of the property, including historic trees along the frontage, would
be iripacted and the setting and feeling of the property would be altered.
31558. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
32558.7200W.  WVYC DEMOLISHED
328787200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3302 8. 7200W. Magna No Histone Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
33278, 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3329 8. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligibie,
3366 8. 7200 W.  Magna No Historic Properties Affected. C/MNot Eligible.
3372 8.7200 W,  Magna Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for B/Eligible Under
readway and/or drainage purposes. Criterion A,
3551 8. 7200 W,  WVC Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for A/Eligible Under
roadway and/or drainage parposes. Criteria Aand C
3563 S. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3585 8. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
3615 8. 7200 W, WVC No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.

30




Address/Site Number

Natare of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

3621 8, 7200 W.

wvC

Mo Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

3641 8. 7200 W.

WVC

Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for
roadway and/or drainage purposes.

B/Eligible Under
Criteria A

3717 8. T200 W,

WVC

Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of all buildings and associated property for
roadway and/or drainage purposes.

B/Eligible Under
Criterion A

3733 8. 7200 W,

WVC

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

3775 8. 7200 W

WwvC

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

7230 W. 31005,

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

7235 W. 3100 S.

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

6891 W, 3500 8.

WV(C

No Historic Properties Affected.

AfPreviously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3300 South
Project.

6900 W. 3500 S.

WVC

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

6921 W, 3500 8.

No Historic Properties Affected.

AJ/Eligible Under
Criteria A and C.

6965 W. 3500 S.

WV C

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

6987 W. 3500 S.

WVC

Mo Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

6997 W. 3500 S.

WwWvC

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

7015 W. 3500 S.

No Historic Properties Affected.

B/Previously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project.

7319 W. 3500 5.

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

A/Previously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project.

7328 W, 3500 8.

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

A/Previously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project.

7339 W. 3500 8.

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

AfPreviously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project.
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Address/Site Number

Nature of Impact

NRHP
Eligibility
Criteria

T372W. 35005, Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

B/Previously
Determined
Eligible Under
Criteria Aand C
with 3500 South
Project.

7376 W.35008. Magna

No Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

7385 W. 3500 5. Magna

Wo Historic Properties Affected.

C/Not Eligible.

7459 W. 3500 S,

Magna

No Historic Properties Affected,

C/Not Eligible.

Table 14. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties in Northern Utah County

Associated with the Southern Freeway Alternative

NRHP Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria
5155 W. 600 N. American Fork No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
7390 N. 8350 W. Lehi DEMOLISHED C/Not Eligible.
77410 N, B350 W. Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A.
7770 N. 8350 W. Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
77785 N. 8350 W. Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
TY740 N. 8730 W, Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible Under
Criterion A.
7364 N. 9550 W. Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of the primary building and substantive B/Eligible Under
acquisition of associated property. Criterion A
7761 S. SR-68 Saratoga Springs No Historic Properties Affected. C/MNot Eligible
Table 15. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties in Northern Utah County
Associated with the 2100 North Freeway Alternative
NRHP Eligibility
Address/Site Namber Nature of Impact Criteria
1201 8. 2100 N. Lehi DEMOLISHED
1307 W. 2100 N, Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
1041 W. Main Street American Fork No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
1004 W, State Street Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.
1070 W. State Street Leht Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of primary building and substantive acquisition of B/Eligible Under
agsociated property. Criterion A.
1424 W, State Street Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible
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NRHP Eligibility

Address/Site Number Nature of Tmpact Criteria

1060 W. State Street Lehi Neo Historic Properties Affected. B/Ehigible Under

Criterion A
Table 16. Finding of Effect on Historic Properties in Northern Utah County
Associated with the Arterials Alternative
NRHP Eligibility
Address/Site Number Nature of Impact Criteria

9520 W. 7350 N. Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not Eligible.

7364 M. 9550 W, Lehi WNo Adverse Effect. Minor Acquisition of property that is not associated with the B/Eligible Under
eligibility of the property and avoidance of the primary historical building. Criterion A.

1070 W_ State §t. Lehi Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of primary building and substantive acquisition of | B/Eligible Under
associated property. Criterion A.

1060 W, State St. Lehi Adverse Effect. Complete acquisition of primary building and substantive acquisition of | B/Eligible Under
associated property. Criterion A.

475 W. 14600 8. Bhuffdale No Adverse Effect. Direct acquisition of approximately 6.9 acres of land associated with | B/Eligible Under
the primary building. Placement of the road near the property would not impact the Criterion A.
primary building or any contributing outbuildings and would not alter the setting and
feeling of this property any more than recent development has already done. Therefore
this aleernative would have no adverse effect on those characteristics of this property that
render it eligible for the NRMP.

15400 S. Pony Express Road Bluffdale | Adverse Effect. Direct acquisition of NRHP-eligible agricultural outbuilding complex C/Not Eligible
and approximately 5.2 acres of associated agricultural lands. but B-rated

Outbuildings/Elig
ible Under
Criterion A.

Summary

For architectural properties, all alternatives for the proposed alignments require the
acquisition of properties eligible for listing on the NRHP. For archeological properties,
all alternatives for the proposed alignments, with the exception of the 5600 West Transit
Alternatives, have the potential to damage historic linear properties and a prehistoric
camp and debris scafter. The tables below summarize the effects on architectural and
archaeological properties of the proposed alternatives.

Table 17. Summary of Effects of Proposed Alisnments on Architectural Properties

Salt Lake County No Historic Properties No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
Alternatives Affected
S800 W, Freeway 18 0 11
7200 W. Freeway 45 0 3
5600 W. Transit 18 7 2
Alternatives

33




Utah County No Historic Properties No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
Alternatives Affected
Southern Freeway 6 0 1
2100 N. Freeway 5 0 1
Arterials 1 2 3

Table 18. Summary of Effects of Proposed Alignments on
Archaeological Properties.

Salt Lake County No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
Alternatives
5800 W. Freeway 9 1
7200 W. Freeway 8
3600 W. Transit 8
Alternatives
Utah County No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
Alternatives
Southern Freeway 4 1
2100 N. Freeway 3 i
Arterials 12 2

Thank you for your review of this document, and if you have any questions, please

contact us at 975-4833 (rsoperf@iutah. gov) or 965-4917 (egiraud@utah.gov)

Respectfully,

ReedjSOper, Environmental Manager
UDOT Region 2 Environmental

Eiizabetﬁ”j(}iraud, Architectural Historian

UDOT Central Environmental

cc: Terti Newel/UDOT/R2
Chuck Easton/UDOT/R2
Jason Bright/UDOT/R2

I concur with the finding of adverse effect for UDOT Project No. Project No. STP-
0067(1)OE and that the FHWA and UDOT have taken into account effects of the




undertaking upon historic and archaeological resources in accordance with Section 106
and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

&1 7

Date
lrafod
Mr. Cory Jensen, National Register Coordinator and Date
Architectural Historian, Utah SHPO
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NIORD. P.E.
Execuiive Director

o
e, 1896
*rsspsst?

CARLOS M. BRACERAS. PE.
St'lle of Utah Depuiy Director
3 ¢

JON M. HUNTSMAN. JR. JUL 12 7007

Governor

GARY R. HERBERT
Lieutenant Governor

July 9, 2007

Mr. Cory Jensen, National Register Coordinator and Architectural Historian
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: Mountain View Corridor (formerly Western Transportation Corridor), Salt Lake and
Utah counties, Project No. STP-0067(1)OE.. Determinations of Eligibility and Finding
of Effect. Case No. 03-0976

Dear Dr. Seddon and Mr. Jensen:

The Mountain View Corridor team has recently made some minor design shifts in two
alternatives that have resulted in a modification of the project footprint. Because of this,
a supplemental survey has been completed. Survey areas are scattered throughout the
project area and can be seen in the maps on the attached report. The supplemental
building survey resulted in the identification of nine in-period buildings, all located in the
vicinity of 2100 North and I-15 in Lehi. A summary of the buildings is found in Table 1
below.

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, 16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq., and Utah Code Annotated (U.C.A)) § 9-8-404, the
FHWA, in partnership with the UDOT, has taken into account the effects of this
undertaking on historic properties, and has afforded the USHPO an opportunity to
comment on the undertaking. Please review this letter and, providing you agree with the
finding contained herein, sign and date the signature line at the end of this letter.

Table 1. Historical Buildings Documented in the Supplemental Building Survey.

03-09724

Approx. SHPO Rating/
Address |Date Built Description Eligibility

870 W 1917  |Cross-wing residence with limited general Victorian and extensive Late 20™ C-rated/Not Eligible
State Street century stylistic elements; clad in stucco and aluminum siding; all original

windows replaced, major exterior remodel, multiple out-of-period; no

outbuildings
894 W, 1941 Period Cottage of limited Period Revival style and Late 20th century style; clad | C-rated/Not Eligible
State Street aluminum siding with some original striated brick showing; original windows

teplaced, major siding change, metal roof, large wheelchair ramp added to

primary facade; no outbuildings

Calvin Rampton Complex. 4501 South 2700 West. Salt Lake City. Utah 84119-5998
telephone 801-965-4000  facsimile 801-965-433% « www.udol.utah.go



Approx. SHPO Rating/
Address |Date Built Description Eligibility
1025 W. 1958 | Service bay business of Post-WWII and Contemporary style; clad in stone veneer B-rated/Eligible*
State Street and aluminum siding; some original windows and bay doors replaced; one Building and paved area
noncontributing outbuilding in front (east) should be
used for impact analysis
959 W. 1940 | WWII Era Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in striated brick and vinyl  |B-rated/
2100 N.. siding; probable out-of-period rear addition, but it is clearly distinguishable from Eligible*
the original building, some windows replaced one non-contributing outbuilding
957 W. 1954 | Other\ residential building with probable out-of-period addition creating a Split C-rated/
2100 N Level residence of general Ranch/Rambler style: clad in wide aluminum siding, | Not Eligible
tongue-and-groove siding, and textured brick; some windows replaced: one non-
contributing outbuilding
951 W. 1937 |Possible late-period Foursquare residence with a 1950s side addition; building B-rated/
2100 N.. exhibits elements of early 20th century and Post- WWII style; clad in hard board | Eligible*
siding: some windows replaced, original entry relocated to addition; one non-
contributing outbuilding
931 W. 1945 | WWII Era Cottage of Minimal Traditional style; clad in narrow vinyl siding; large | C-rated/
2100 N.. probable out-of-period side addition alters massing, most windows replaced; one | Not Eligible
noncontributing outbuilding
1985 N. 1945 | Other residential building of Late 20th century style; clad in oversized brick: all | C-rated/
900 W. windows replaced, cladding appears to be modern, large corrugated metal rear Not Eligible
addition; no outbuildings
1955 N. 1950 |Early Ranch residence of Early Ranch style: clad in narrow aluminum siding; A/Previously Determined
Railroad St. detached garage attached by enclosure of breezeway and garage enclosed for Eligible under Criteria A
living space, probable window opening enclosed in primary fagade. most windows | and C with 3500 South
replaced: no outbuildings project

*Current legal parcel boundary should be used for impact evaluation unless otherwise noted.

In consultation with the Utah SHPO, the following criteria were used to evaluate effects
of the project on historic properties: 1) No Effect — the ROW for the build alternative
does no encroach on any part of the boundary defined for the historic property; 2) No

Adverse Effect — the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic
property, but does not result in the acquisition of the historic property, and does not result
in the alteration of any of the characteristics that qualify the property for the NRHP in a
manner that would diminish any of the relevant aspects of integrity: 3) Adverse Effect —
the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic property, and
results in the acquisition of all or part of the historic property such that the characteristics

that qualify it for the NRHP are altered in a manner that diminishes the integrity of the
property. Table 2 below outlines the effects of the various alternatives on the eligible

properties

Table 2. Finding of Effect

T Mountain View Corridor Alternative
perty 2100 North Freeway Southern Freeway Arterials
1025 W State ~ No Historic Properties No Historic Properties
SREEE U Affected Affected
5 /2 | T A - 2
S WETIN Adverse Effect Ha H'SIOTEL Fopertics No Adverse Effect
Affected
5 ) | P - 2
951 W 2100 N No Adverse Effect No HISIO{EL Properties No Effect
Affected




Thank you for your review of this document, and if you have any questions, please
contact us at 975-4833 (rsoper(@utah.gov) or 965-4917 (egiraud@utah.gov)

R{g:,%r(?:tfully,

5y
\]-’ ~

Reed Soper, Environmental Manager
UDOT Region 2 Environmental

/qurmu-ytf_
Elizabeth Giraud, Architectural Historian
UDOT Central Environmental

cc: Terri Newell/UDOT/R2
Chuck Easton/UDOT/R2
Jason Bright/UDOT/R2

I concur with the finding of adverse effect for UDOT Project No. Project No. STP-
0067(1)OE and that the FHWA and UDOT have taken into account effects of the
undertaking upon historic and archaeological resources in accordance with Section 106
and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

1[1zlo7

Mr. Cory Jensen, [Naticir/lél Register Coordinator and Date

Architectural Hisforian, Utah SHPO
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September 12, 2007

Mr. Cory Jensen, National Register Coordinator and Architectural Historian
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: Mountain View Corridor (formerly Western Transportation Corridor), Salt Lake and
Utah counties, Project No. STP-0067(1)OE.. Finding of Effect. Case No. 03-0976

Dear Mr. Jensen:

The Mountain View Corridor team has recently made some minor refinements to the
project alternatives which has resulted in reduced impacts to two properties discussed in
previous correspondence. Also, during the course of design, the team has learned that
one property address was incorrectly reported previously. This correspondence is
intended to discuss the change in property impacts and describe the change in the finding
of effect and to clarify the address change.

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, 16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq., and Utah Code Annotated (U.C.A.) § 9-8-404, the
FHWA, in partnership with the UDOT, has taken into account the effects of this
undertaking on historic properties, and has afforded the USHPO an opportunity to
comment on the undertaking. Please review this letter and, providing you agree with the
finding contained herein, sign and date the signature line at the end of this letter.

3109 South 7200 West, West Valley City — The May 17, 2007 letter described this
property as being adversely affected by the 7200 West roadway alternative. The impact
to this property would be from the removal of historic trees which were a contributing
feature of the property. As the preliminary design was refined, the alignment was shifted
about 5 feet and will not impact the trees. Please see Figure 1. Based upon this new
information, we have determined that the 7200 West roadway alternative would result in
a No Adverse Effect on this property.

1025 West State Street, Lehi — The July 9, 2007 letter described this property as being
adversely affected by the 2100 North freeway alternative. The preliminary design has
been refined so that access can be maintained for this property via a shifted State Street
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alignment. Please see Figure 2. Based on this new information, we have determined that
the 2100 North freeway alternative would result in a No Adverse Effect for this property.

Finally, the structure reported to be 1070 West State Street in Lehi in the May 17, 2007
letter, and adversely impacted by both the 2100 North Freeway and Arterials alternative
is in fact 1020 West State Street.

Thank you for your review of this document, and if you have any questions, please
contact us at 975-4833 (rsoper@utah.gov) or 965-4917 (egiraud(@utah.gov)

Respeetfully,

Reed Soper, Environmental Manager
UDOT Region 2 Environmental

0. vt

Elizabeth Giraud, Architectural Historian
UDOT Central Environmental

ce: Terri Newell/lUDQOT/R2
Chuck Easton/UDOT/R2
Jason Bright/UDOT/R2

I concur with the finding of adverse effect for UDOT Project No. Project No. STP-
0067(1)OE and that the FHWA and UDOT have taken into account effects of the
undertaking upon historic and archacological resources in accordance with Section 106
and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

N 187

Mr. Cory Jensél, Nafional Register Coordinator and Date
Architectural Historjan, Utah SHPO




